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INFORMATION AND GUIDANCE MEMORANDUM
DATE: Jyne 17, 1387 NUMBER: R1-TH.87-14

MEMORANOUM FOR: Regional Assistance Committee (RAC)
Radiological Emergency Preparedness
Task Force (REP)

FROM: Edwarg A, Thomas )Z /7~,,
= RAC Chai man /L >
SUBJECT: FEMA's Seabrook A Submission

Attached are two sets of materfals, The first fs the package which FEMA
submitted to the Seadrook Off-Site Atomic Safety and Licensing Board on
June 4, 1987, This represents FEMA's response to the interrogatories
directeo at this Agency, including FEMA's position on the aamitted con-

. tentions to this ASL3 proceeaing (Appendix A of package), FEMA's pos‘tion
on the contentions found in Appendix A 1s dased primarily on the RAC review

performeu on ev. 2 of the New ampshire plang submitted to FEMA ana the
RAC in August of 1936,

One area in particular which requires discussion here is FEMA's response
L0 the contentions dealing with the fssue of protective actions for the
deacn populations argund Seabrook, The response %o those contentions are
foung on pages 18 and 3§ of Appenaix A, As you wil) remember, a special
RAC meeting was held 1n Boston on April 15 of this year to dea) with the
adequacy of the New Hampshire State planning for the beach pupulation,
The end result was dbasically the agoption of the February 18, 1987 Bores
poesftion paper on the Protection of New Hampshire Beach Populations (with
very minor modifications) Dy FEMA ang the RAC to support a finaing of
adequacy for New Mampshire planaing in this area (Appendix D of attach-
ment). A cructal component of this position paper was the inclusion of
expert technical opinien, ang Dy assumption future testimony by NRC, on
the exceptional nature of Seabrook's containment system which would result
in a planning base for Seabrook way in excess of the current 1/2 hour
mimimum described 1n NUREG-0654/FEMA REP-1, Subsequent to the April 1§
RAC meeting, 1t was decided in Washington by NRC that 1t did not think it
wise to fnclude any references to the utilfty's PRA study and Broockhaven
Kational Laboratory's review of that Study. Therefore, all references to
those two 1ssues were dropped from the February 18 position paper which
the RAC reviewed and adopted on April 18,
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response to those contentions dealing with the Desach popylation
Issue (pages 38.39 of Appendatx A), FEMA therefore was compelled to make 4
negative finding with Fespect to this fssue, fnstead of the positive
finding which was originally inticipated,

A copy of the revised Beach Population Paper, dated June 4, 1987, which
contains no reference to enhanced containment, s fncludeq ror your
review and fnformation,

Should you have any questions, please contact me or Bryce Swiren of my
staff at FTS 223.9561. .

Attachments

P.S. WE'LL BE HAVING A RAC MEETING ON BEACH [SSUE wEEK OF JyuULY 6,




